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In the development of systems dominated by metaphysical conceptions, there is ample room both for subsidiary inductions and for mental analysis. Spinoza's great work abounds in anticipations of the subtle and elaborate psychology of recent times: yet no one on that account construes his theory apart from its a priori order and range. The case of Plato and Aristotle is similar, as is evident from the fact that every competent expositor of their philosophy finds it necessary to begin with their metaphysics, and proceed to their physics, before attempting to present their ethical doctrine. The method simply conforms to the Greek assumption, that while it might be a necessity with the beginner to feel his way upwards from sense to thought by the steps of the irporepov npbs ^/ia?3 it was the function of the theoretic teacher to transport us to the opposite extremity, and tell the story downwards along the path of the npoTcpov T?} (frvwi. Who would ever think of throwing into such a form an account of a modern moralist, really psychological, as Hobbes or Butler, Stewart or Sidgwick?
To mark a secondary division of ethical theories, according as the line of self-consciousness on which they move is out of or into the moral centre, I have had recourse to the antithesis Idio- and Hetero-psychologicaL I share the repugnance which is naturally felt to the use of such un-sanctioned compounds; and have nothing to say for this pair except that they effect a classification which no other phrase at my command renders so distinct. Why will not 'independent and derivative' serve your purpose? I am asked. Because they do not express (what alone I want) a subdivision of the psychological^ but take into their grouping the unpsychological as well: the Ethics that own a metaphysical or physical parentage are no less ' derivative' than